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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Richard M Hirschfeld, Appellant Pro Se. Helen F. Fahey, United
States Attorney, Alexandria, Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Ri chard Hirschfel d appeal s the district court's orders (i) de-
nying his notion to recuse the United States Attorney's office in
the Eastern District of Virginia and his notion filed under 28
U S. C 8§ 2255 (1994), anended by Antiterrorismand Effective Death
Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-132, 110 Stat. 1214; and (i1i)
denying his notion to recuse the district court judge.” W have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinions and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. United States v. H rschfeld, Nos. CR-90-142; CA-95-

1089-2 (E.D. Va. Dec. 28, 1995; Jan. 22, 1996). W deny Appel -
| ant' s notion for general relief, deny Appellee's notion to supple-
ment the record, and di spense with oral argunment because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunment woul d not ai d t he deci si onal process.

AFFlI RVED

" We have jurisdiction over the denial of the notion to recuse
because Appellant tinely raised the claimin his informal brief.
See Smith v. Barry, 502 U S. 244, 248-49 (1992).




